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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 , 704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 February 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final.^ 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G, 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-27 is/are pending in the application, 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim{s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-27 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 
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2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Attach ment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) n Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Infomnation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) CD Notice of Infomrial Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 1 1 



Application/Control Number: 09/638,388 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2675 

DETAILED ACTION 

The following office action is in response to the request for reconsideration filed on February 19, 
2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ho et al (GB 
2,319,747 A). 

As to independent claim 1, Ho et al disclose an electronic wireless badge device (Fig. 1, ) 
comprising, a wireless front end and an electronic display (Fig. 1, item 20) adapted to 
electronically display badge information received by said wireless front end (Fig. 1, pg. 1, lines 
22-34). Ho et al disclose on pg. 3, line 35-pg. 4, line 17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3, where 
the displayed information is that of a wearer of said electronic wireless badge device. 

As to dependent claim 2, limitations of claim 1 , and further comprising where said 
electronic display is adapted to display any of one of a plurality of different badge information at 
any one time (on pg. 3, line 35-pg. 4, line 17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3). 

As to dependent claim 5, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising wherein said 
badge information includes a photo of an authorized wearer (Fig. 1, item 16, pg. 5, lines 25-31). 

As to dependent claim 6, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising wherein said 
electronic display is an LCD device (pg. 3, line 27). 
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As to dependent claim 7, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, a non- volatile 
memory for storing badge information on said badge display (pg. 3, lines 4-9, pg. 6, lines 8-19). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3, 8, 9, 1 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ho 
et al (GB 2,319,747 A) in view of Tuttle (US 6,127,917). 

As to independent claim 8, limitation of claim 1, and further comprising, a network 
security station, comprising, a database of badge information corresponding to said authorized 
user codes; and a wireless front end adapted to transmit badge information retrieved from said 
database of badge information. Ho et al do not disclose where a network security station 
comprises a database of badge information corresponding to said authorized user codes. Tuttle 
discloses an airport security and passenger systems. In col. 17, lines 22-65 and col. 18, lines 17- 
48, Tuttle discloses a wireless transponder device such as a smart card, which stores passenger 
information. The smart card encompasses a magnetic strip for storing information, which is then 
read by a reader at a gate. Ho et al disclose this similar feature of wireless badges for storing 
information about the user. Ho et al do not teach the network security station comprising a 
database as is shown by Tuttle in col. 18, lines 17-48. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the network security station as well as the database as 
Tuttle discloses in col. 18, multiple passengers are monitored at a gate by using the smart card 
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and network database for security purposes and to prevent unauthorized individuals from 
entering restricted areas. 

As to independent claims 12 and 20, limitations of claims 1 and 8, and further 
comprising, and electronically displaying said badge display information on each of said 
plurality of electronic wireless badges (pg. 7, lines 5-20). 

As to dependent claims 3, 9, 13 and 21, limitations of claim 1, 8, 12 and 20, and further 
comprising, a central station with several remote stations with several commimications units or 
wireless badges. A piconet is a connection between a master and one or more slaves. Ho et al 
do not disclose a central station with several remote stations. Tuttle discloses in col. 17, lines 22- 
65 and col. 18, lines 17-48 where the main system communicates information about passengers 
to remote terminals at each gate of the airport. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate the central network security which communicates to remote 
terminals as in this fashion, the security is able to monitor where users are located and if they 
have tried to access restricted areas. 

As to dependent claim 9, limitations of claim 8, and further comprising where said 
electronic display is adapted to display any of one of a plurality of different badge information at 
any one time (on pg. 3, line 35-pg. 4, line 17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3). 

As to dependent claim 11, limitations of claim 8, and further comprising wherein said 
badge information includes a photo of an authorized wearer (Fig. 1, item 16, pg. 5, lines 25-31). 

As to dependent claims 14 and 22 limitations of claims 13 and 21, and further comprising 
wherein said badge display information displayed on each of said plurality of electronic wireless 
badges is different (on pg. 3, line 35-pg. 4, line 17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3). Ho et al 
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disclose where different information such as proper access authorization, time of arrival or time 
of departure is displayed. 

As to dependent claims 15 and 23, limitations of claims 13 and 21, and fiirther 
comprising, authorizing said electronic wireless badges to receive badge display information (on 
pg. 3, line 35-pg. 4, line 17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3). Ho et al disclose where different 
information such as proper access authorization, time of arrival or time of departure is displayed. 

As to dependent claim 16 and 24, limitations of claims 13 and 21, and further comprising, 
altering said badge display information periodically to prevent fraud (on pg. 3, line 35-pg. 4, line 
17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3). Ho et al disclose where different information such as proper 
access authorization, time of arrival or time of departure is displayed. Also displayed would be 
the last updating of information about the user. 

As to dependent claims 17 and 25, limitations of claims 16 and 24, and further 
comprising, flashing a display of said wireless badges in concert. Although Ho et al and Tuttle 
do not disclose where a flashing of a display at a concert, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art that a display is capable of flashing as the flashing could indicate 
unauthorized entry. 

As to dependent claims 18 and 26, limitations of claims 13 and 21, and further 
comprising, linking badge information stored in said electronic wireless badge (on pg. 3, line 35- 
pg. 4, line 17, and pg. 6, line 28-pg. 7, line 3). 

As to dependent claims 19 and 27, limitations of claims 18 and 26, and further 
comprising wherein said application computer is a register checkout. Although Ho et al and 
Tuttle do not disclose where the application computer is a register checkout. Ho et al and Tuttle 
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disclose where the computers store information in order to enter or exit an area, time keeping, 
personal identification information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
that the application computer could have been a register checkout as the identification card could 
easily store information fi-om credit cards for use at the checkout, and would be advantageous as 
it would enable the user to only carry one card for all purposes. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ho et al (GB 
2,319,747 A) in view of Bork et al (US 6,246,376). 

As to dependent claim 4 limitations of claim 1, and further comprising wherein said 
wireless piconet fi-ont end is a BLUETOOTH device. Will does not disclose a BLUETOOTH 
device. Bork et al disclose in col. 2, lines 4-11 where a wireless location and direction indicator 
users BLUETOOTH protocol, which permits multiple piconets to exist in, close proximity. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the system of Bork et al could 
have been incorporated into that of Will. Will discloses a wireless system with a wireless badge 
using communications means for locating and subsequently sending other information to the 
wireless badges. Bork et al disclose a system for wireless locating for multiple devices. The 
piconets using BLUETOOTH is advantageous as it is capable of communicating with like 
communication devices to transfer identification data and either fixed or variable location data as 
disclosed by Bork et al. 

6. Claim 10 rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ho et al (GB 
2,319,747 A) in view of Tuttle (US 6,127,917) and fiirther in view of Bork et al (US 6,246,376). 

As to dependent claim 10 limitations of claim 8, and further comprising wherein said 
wireless piconet fi-ont end is a BLUETOOTH device. Will does not disclose a BLUETOOTH 
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device. Bork et al disclose in col. 2, lines 4-11 where a wireless location and direction indicator 
users BLUETOOTH protocol, which permits multiple piconets to exist in, close proximity. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the system of Bork et al could 
have been incorporated into that of Will. Will discloses a wireless system with a wireless badge 
using communications means for locating and subsequently sending other information to the 
wireless badges. Bork et al disclose a system for wireless locating for multiple devices. The 
piconets using BLUETOOTH is advantageous as it is capable of communicating with like 
communication devices to transfer identification data and either fixed or variable location data as 
disclosed by Bork et al. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi"om the 
examiner should be directed to Srilakshmi K. Kumar whose telephone number is 703 306 5575. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, xxxx xxxx can be reached on xxx xxx xxxx. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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